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An exam ple is given of an interaction that produces an in—
nite am ount of entanglem ent In an in nitely short tin e, but
only a nite am ount in longer tin es. The interaction arises
from a standard K err nonlnearity and a 50/50 beam splitter,
and the initial state is a coherent state. For certain nite
interaction tin es m ulti-dim ensional generalizations of entan—
gled coherent states are generated, for which we construct a
teleportation protocol. Sim ilarities betw een probabilistic tele—
portation and unam biguous state discrin ination are pointed
out.

Entangling operations are necessary for universal
quantum com putation ﬁl_:] but also ply an in portant role
In quantum comm unication. For exam ple, teleportation
'Z], entanglem ent distillation B] and quantum repeaters
[:4] all rely on entangling operations.

Questions conceming the entangling power of given
unitary operations or of given Ham iltonians are thus rel-
evant from both theoretical and practical points of view
and have been considered recently in the context of nite—
din ensional system s ﬂ_f'a{:_'/:]. But for the electrom agnetic

eld, which is clearly the system of choice for quan-—
tum com m unication, the associated H ibert space isin —
nite. Entang]em ent In in nite H ibert spaceshaspeculiar
properties B{-lO] For exam ple, there is always a state
with an arbirarily large am ount of entanglem ent arbi-
trarily close to a separable state. Som e ofthese anom olies
can be m itigated by in posing energy constraints on the
states considered []. Here we con m this behavior of
entanglem ent In in nite-dim ensionalsystem s. In fact, we
show that a standard nonlinear optics interaction, arising
from a K errnonlinearity, follow ed by a sim ple interaction
w ith a beam splitter is capable of generating an arbitrar-
ily Jarge am ount ofentanglementE = log, M 1n an aroi-
trarily shorttine = O (1=M ), starting from a coherent
state with energy 7 ¥ = 0 M ?). Note that squeezing or
dow noconversion, in contrast, are only capable ofgenerat-
Ing G aussian states from coherent states, w hose entangle-
m ent after passing beam splitters (and other linear-optics
elem ents) is much better behaved fi1]. For instance,
the entanglem ent of a two-m ode squeezed state sinply
Increases m onotonically with the squeezing param eter,
which In tum Increases w ith the Interaction tim e.

Tt tums out that for certain speci ¢ nite interaction
tin es the interaction we will consider generates m uli-
din ensional generalizations of so-called entangled coher—
ent states. Entangled coherent states are of the (unnor-

m alized) form
J2i=Jjij i+ exp@ )J ij i 1)

wih j i a ooherent state with amplitude . As far as
the author know s, this type of states was discussed rst
in 1986 {12], and the nam e entangled coherent stateswas
coined in Ref. @3 There has been a ot of interest in
the quantum -infom ation processing capabilities of such
states after it was found that the stateswith =  pos-
sess exactly one ebit of entanglem ent l14 ] irrespective of
theam plitude . Teleportation {15 ]l entanglem ent purd -
cation Il6 Be]l—mequahty violations Il7], and universal
quantum com puting ll8 have allbeen discussed in this
context.

Here we study a particular m ultidin ensional general-
ization of the states ('_]:) of the (unnom alized) fom ,

1 K 2 gqi 2 gi

1= p— expd 4)7 —= i
Y p?CFO p(q)JexpM JexpM

wih M > 1 an integer. T hese states should not be con—
fiised with multim ode generalizations of entangled co—
herent states of the form

M M

Jwi= G0 " repd)g DY @3)
which can be trivially generated from a state él;l:) by m ix-
Ing it wih the vacuum on beam splitters, and do not pos—
sess m ore than one ebit of bijpartite entanglem ent. The
states (:_2), on the other hand, are still 2-m ode states,
but m ay contain m ore than one ebi of entanglem ent.
W e choose to restrict the form of 6'_2) to containing only
sym m etric coherent statesw ith coe cients ofequalm ag—

niude, because that is the type of states that can be gen—
erated by propagating a coherent state through am edium

w ith a K err nonlineariy (see below ). Such states poten—
tially have lIog, M ebits of bipartite entangleament. In
particular, they reach that lm i for large =M .

C onsider the follow ing unitary operator
i &a%); @

Uam ()= exp Z(ayb Ba) exp(

where  represents a din ensionless tin e, and &;a;b";b
are the creation and anniilation operators fortwom odes
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A and B, respectively. Physically, the rst tem cor-
responds to a 50/50 beam splitter, the second describes
the propagation ofm ode A through a Kerrm edium , for
which the e ective Ham iltonian is

H = h a¥%a%; ®)

wih a rate detem ined by the appropriate third-order
nonlinear susceptibility of the m edium . (N ote that such
an interaction has been considered for the generation of
entangled coherent states f_l-S_i]) . We will be Interested
In the entangling capabilities of Ua ;5 ( ). The class of
Iniial states of modes A and B is chosen from product
states such that for = 0 no entanglem ent is gener—
ated. It is easy to see that any product of two coherent
states will t the bill. Here we take a subclass, nam ely
Jiaps = J & Pip wih arbitrary , as initial states. It
is straightforw ard to expand the state

j( )iA;B=UA;B( )]Jx:plB (6)
In number states and subsequently evaluate the entan—
glementEa 5 () between modesA and B as a function
of tin e. Here, however, we give a m ore elegant descrip—
tion valid at certain times . T his treatm ent isbased on
Ref. [20 F irst, consider the second term in Eq. (4), and
write it as
i ofa

Ua ()= exp( 1; (7

where N, = a’a. The operator Uy becom es periodic
In N wih period M (that is, i becom es invariant under
Na ! Na+M)attines = =M ifM isan odd integer.
T his in plies one can w rite dow n Fourier serdes as ollow s

Ba)

ia s K (o) 21 ga
exp M—N W 1) = fy exp 8)
a=0
Sin ilarly, for even values ofM one has
exp —of + M ) = exp —2 ©)
P M P M 7
so that we can expand
1
ia 21 ga
exp — N? = £ exp 10)

a=0

The coe cients f4 are not explicitly evaliated in
Ref. !20], but one can actually derive them (see below

QL

1 g+ 1) K K + 1)
ex] eXp ———————— 7
P M M
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1 icf )

a pP—exp — exp( iF4); 11)
M M

where In the rst lineK issuch thatM = 2K + 1 for
odd M . Ifone startsw ith a coherent state ofm ode A at
tine = 0,3 ©O)i= j i, thisthen inm ediately leadsto
the follow ng tim e evolution under U, :

IVX 1
Ua (M) & = £ exp( 2 doM )i
a=0
forM odd;
IVX 1
Ua (=M )] & = £99 exp( i 2 )i
a=0
forM even 12)

TIf one subsequently takes these states and splits them on
a 50/50 beam splitter w ith the vacuum , the output state
is an entangled state of the form (2

l\'x 1
jui= £ exp( 2 dgM )ij exp( 2 igM )i;
a=0
3)
. P
forM oddwih = = 2,and
IVX 1
Jui=  £73 exp( 2 ipM )ij exp( 2 igM )i
a=0
14)
forM even,wherenow = exp@d =M )= 2. These are

the states j ( =M )ia sz ofEqg. (:_d) we were looking for.
Now consider the entanglem ent between m odes A and
B in the states C_l;’:) and I;Lfi) In the lim it of large ,
m ore precisely, or =M 1, the coherent states ap-—
pearing in these superpositions becom e orthogonal. T he
entangled states, therefore, are already w ritten In their
Schm idt decom position form , and it is straightforward
to calculate their entanglem ent. In ﬁctp since all co—
e cients f § have the sam e m agnitude 1= M , one sees
one ends up wih a maxin ally entangled state n M di-
m ensions (spanned by theM sym m etric coherent states),
withEaxps (M ) = log,M ebits. This fact is paradox—
icalat rst sight, since the entanglem ent Increases w ith
M , that is, w ith decreasing interaction tin e. However,
this paradox is resolved easily by noting that for xed
the ocoherent states j exp ( iF=M )i becom e nonorthogo—
nalforsu ciently largeM so that the entanglem ent is in
fact sm allerthan log, M ). Thus, justasn i_si], an energy
constraint savesus from them ore em barrassing peculiar-
itiesofentanglem ent in in nite dim ensions. In fact, there
isan optinaltine frwhich the entanglem ent ism axi-
malfor xed . Thisisillustrated In Figure 1. Here, for
several nie valies of we evaluate the entanglem ent
num erically by expanding the reduced density m atrix of
either of the two subsystem s in the num ber-state basis.
For amall, thereisnoentanglem entasthestatej y 1
reduces to the vacuum state. This Pllow s In m ediately



from the fact that the evolution operatorU, ;z com m utes
w ith the sum ofthe num ber operators, a¥a + b, so that
the totalphoton num ber distribution does not change.
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FIG.1. Entanglem ent as a function of tine = for
j3 = 1 (circles) and j 3 = 10 (crosses), where = = 1=M

wih M an integer > 1. At these tin es the entangled state
isan M -din ensional entangled coherent state. T he fiinction
f( )= log, ( =) is given as reference.

Fora large subset ofpairsofvaluesof andM ,theen-
tangled states C_lé) or l_lfi') possessm ore than one ebit of
entanglem ent. A s such, they can be used for teleporting
at lrast onequbit. Herewegive a sin ple protocol foreven
values of M that works perfectly in the lim it of arge ,
while for snaller i works only partially, nam ely, w ith
a probability lessthan unity and with a delity less than
unity. Tt generalizes the protocolof [15].

Suppose Alice and Bob share an entangld state
ju iaz of the om C_ll_j‘) M is even) between m odes
A and B, and A lice possesses an arbirary state of the
form
M1

Qq] exp(
a=0
that she w ishes to teleport to Bob. A lice rst usesbeam -
solitters to make L = M =2 \diluted" copies of both
the state to be teleported (ending up n modes Cy for

Ji = 2 igM g ; 15)

k= 0:::L 1) and of her half of the entangled state
ending up n modesAy fork= 0:::L 1) by the pro-
cess

. . . WL 1 . . p_ L

J exp@ )i(PL) T Jexp@ )= Li) : 16)

T hen she appliesa phase shift overan angle = 2k =M
to them odes Ay and, In order to perform her Bellm ea—
surem ent, subsequently com bines the m odes Cyx and Ay
on L 50/50 beam splitters. If we call the output m odes
Gy andHy fork= 0:::L 1, the resulting state is

M 1 1

L 1c(e)
k=0fq

QpJ exp( 2 igM )i

=0 p=0

r—
JEexp( 2 igM ) exp( 2 i+ k)M )p]=2Lin
JExp( 2 igM )+ exp( 2 i+ k)M )F2Lig, : (17)

A lice now perform s photon-num berm easurem ents on all
2L = M outputm odes. She cannot nd a nonzero num —
ber in every m ode. But suppose she nds nonzero num —
bersofphotons in allbut onem ode, say,m ode H , . Then
the only tem s that survive the sum s over g and p in
{i7) are those orwhich exp( 2 igM )+ exp( 2 ifp+
m )™M )= 0,thatis,p+ m = g+ LmoduloM . The state
at Bob’s side reduces to (unnomn alized)

My 1

2 igNeot . .
£90q 1 n exp Ttot Joexp( 2 igM )b
a=0
18)
w ith denoting addition modulo M , and where Ny

is the total num ber of photons detected by A lice. A lice
com m unicates to B ob which m ode contained no photons,
and Bob then applies the appropriate unitary transfor-
m ation. Here, w ith H ;, being the em pty m ode, he applies

2 i m
Up = exp e © ) 19)
M
to his state to cbtain (Unnomm alized)
K ig L m3 2 1ogNgor
M &P M
a=0
Qq]) exp( 2 igM )3 : (20)

This ensures that the coe cients Q 4 are in front of the
corresponding states j exp( 2 igeM )i . But what re—
m ains to com plete teleportation would be a phase shift
operation

J exp( 2 igM )17
ig+ 2 L ° . . .
i@ q(rbr; Not)) S expl 2 i )i

T his operation is in generalunitary only in the lim it of
large =M . For nite =M one is thus ablk to perform
teleportation only approxin ately. M oreover, in that case
the probability to nd nonzero num bers of photons in
every m ode but one w illbe less than unity.

The m easurem ent perform ed by A lice is In fact the
sam e as that needed for unam biguous state discrin na—
tion (U SD ) m easurem ents on sym m etric coherent states
{_2-2_51. The only di erence is that the USD m easurem ent
would have to be performed wih a ooherent state of
known phase, not wih half of the entangled state, in
which the phase isbasically unknown, that is, a m xture
ofM wvalues. Thisdi erence arisesbecause for teleporta—
tion it is crucialthat A lice’sm easurem ent does not reveal
any inform ation about the identity ofthe state to be tele—
ported. In both USD and probabilistic teleportation the

@1)



success probability m ay be less than unity (it becom es
unity only in the Iim it of large =M ), but one does know
when i failkd.

In conclusion, we considered the entangling capabili-
ties of the unitary operator Ua s ( ) of EqQ. -Zh), which
arises from a standard K err nonlnearity and sim ple lin—
ear optics. Starting from coherent states, M -din ensional
sym m etric generalizations of entangled coherent states
are generated for arbitrary integersM . W e constructed
a teleportation protocolw ith these states that uses only
linear optics and teleports states chosen from an appro—
priate M -din ensionalH ibert space.

M oreover, w e found that an arbirarily large am ount of
entanglem ent Iog, M ebits can be created in an arbirar-
ily shorttine = =M .Thisissurprishgasin niedi
m ensions not only the entanglem ent is nite (obv:ous]y)
but also the rate of production ofentanglem ent d T hus
one cannot create any nite am ount of entanglem ent in
an arbirarily short tine in a nite-din ensional space.

I thank D ebbie Leung for pointing out this surprising
contrast between the present result and that of Ref. E'j].
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1 X7 2 gk i k2
£ = = exp = exp - : (22)
4 M M M
k=0
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X1 g2 1P —
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go o 21, 2
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2M
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can be rew ritten as

2 igk ikz_ex iqzex ik o9
M P M P M b M
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